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nature^  but  which  certainly exist,   if  these
acted on a universe of matter irregularly dif-
fused,   and   originally   at;  rest.     In tracing
changes so far backward, we pass from effects
to known and existing causes, from the more
complex state to the more simple, from one
where forces  and  motions  their  effects   co-
exist, to one marked by the presence of forces
alone.    But  if we seek to travel back still
farther, we only   reproduce   the very com-
plexity, to escape from which we havo ven-
tured   to   travel   so far;   and   introduce   it
anew with a fresh feature, which makes it/
doubly incredible, the exact reproduction of
every later state of mingled forces and motions,
only with an opposite sign, or a reverse direc-
tion of the motions themselves.    And  tlm.-j
that deep instinct in favour of scientific sim-
plicity, which forms the sole real evidence for
the nebular hypothesis, and leads us to refer
our revolving globes and systems to tlio action
of* created forces, rather than direct irnpulso
from a Creator, points still more strongly to
some absolute beginning, and forbids and ex-
cludes the hypothesis of a strictly unlimited
past duration of the material universe.    F&r
this would be simply to invent, without evi-
dence, and against all reason, a complicated